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PRHLARATTON OP RONALD ZIMMERMAN. PIlD. 
NOW COMES the applicanu Ronald E. ZimTnerman* Ph.D., pursuant to the 
provisions of 37 C.F.R, 1.132, and states as follows: 

1. I am Ronald E. Zimmerman, th^ applicani in ftc abov© identified patait 
application. My education h as follows; B,S„ Indiana State University, 1966; Ph.D., Indiana 
State University. 1968. 

2. I am a named invcnior in at least the following United States Patents dealing 
with the subject of contraception: U,S. Patent No, 4,264,577, U.S. Patent No, 4,264.578. 
U.S. Patent No. 4^64,575, U.S. Patent No. 4,264^76. 

3. In addition, I am an inventor in the fallowing additional United States patents: 
5.272,076; 4*493,699 and 4.469.671, 
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4; I have worked in and around the field of controccption aince at l&sst m early as 
1978, and thus am to be considered as one of at least ordinary skill in the art. 

5. I have reviewed the Examiner's rejeciion of each of the presently pending 
claims 1-19, and the Examiner's conmwnts in that regard, I do not agree with the Examiner's 
cQnunenc$, aa explained herein, 

6. Essentially, the Examiner has equated (a) the teachings of my prior invention 
as set forth in U.S, Patent No. 4.264-,S77 with the inventions set forth in pncflcntly pending 
claims 1-19, The Examiner's conclusion of •'inherency** and of prima fade obviousness are 
erroneous, 

7. Specifically, U.S. Patent No. 4,264,577 teaches Ac administration of cenaln 
compounds in utero, and thus, within the female. The '577 Patent does comment that in the 
prior art, certain other (and very diffennit) compounds (i.c*, estiogen/progestin or progestin 
alone) had been used by administration in within the female. However there is no 
teaching or suggestion in the '377 Patent of any utilization of such prior art 
estrogen/progcstin or jmagestin compounds in the male, nor is there any leaching or 
sug^stioii that the *577 prior art could or should be modified with any reasonable likelihood 
of success for changing the taught in utero administration in the female to ao in vivo 
administration within the male, whether orally, transdermally. subcutancously, or otherwise. 
The '577 patent teaches inventions using a class of alkyl or alkcnyl sulfate salts in utero in 
the females. However, there is no teaching or suggestion in the '577 patent of any utilization 
of the sulfate salt compounds the male. Nor is there any teaching or suggestion in the '577 
patent teachings that sulfate salts could or should be modified with any reasonable likelihood 
of success for changing the taught in utero administration in the female to an m vivo 
administration within the male, whether orally, transdeimally, subcutancously, or otherwise. 
Morcover, there is no teaching cm: suggestion in the cited *577 prior art that the subject sulfate 



salts would be useful as an oral contraceptive. In fact, in tests conducted by me the^c 
compounds were administered orally to females and there was no contraceptive effect. 

8. One reason for the lack of any such teaching or fiuggestion is the vast 
differences in envirouincntal conditions between (a) the vagina or uterus of the female, and 
(b) the stomach, intestines, testes, and bloodsoeam of the male. 

9, Accordingly, and in sumrnary» there is no teaching or suggestion in the *577 
Patent of the applicant's invention as set forth in presently pending claims 1-19. 



The above indicated Declarant does hereby acknowledge that willful, false statements 
and the like are punishable^ by fittc or imprisonment, or both. (18 US.C. 1001), and may 
jeopardiise the validity of the application or any patent ensuing thereon. The above 
staremenu that arc made of the Declarani's own knowledge are in», and all statements made 
and information are believed to be true. 




Ronald E. Zimmennan* Fh.D. 




